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In reply to the September 18, 2003 Office Action, please consider the following: 
Claims 1-40 and 42-48 are pending in this application. 

Applicant appreciates the courtesies shown to Applicant's representative by Examiner 
Gregory in the November 24, 2003 telephone interview. Applicant's separate record of the 
substance of the interview is incorporated in the following remarks. 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-14, 20-24 and 42-48, in various combinations, 
under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102(b) and (e) as being anticipated by one or more of the references 
supplied by Applicant in an Information Disclosure Statement from a search made in the 
European Patent Office. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action states the reasons for the rejection, in each case, are those set forth 
in the remarks with the IDS documents filed by Applicant. Applicant respectfully objects to 
each of the enumerated rejections. 
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Applicant respectfully submits that describing an individual reference as "particularly 
relevant if taken alone" does not support a rejection of pertinent claims under 35 U.S.C. 
§§ 102(b) or (e) as being anticipated by the invention disclosed in the reference. Rather, it 
only indicates the reference was determined to be relevant to examination, not that it is the 
basis for a rejection. The search report does not constitute examination. Additionally, as 
discussed with Examiner Gregory, Applicant respectfully submits that the references were 
separately considered and that none of the references cited in the European Search Report is 
particularly relevant to Applicant's invention. Further, Applicant respectfully submits that 
claims 1, 2, 12 and 14 were amended in reply to a January 27, 2003 Office Action. As such, 
these claims, as amended, are not necessarily identical to the claims searched in the 
preparation of the European Search Report. Reconsideration of the application and 
withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §§ 102(b) and (e) is respectfully requested. 

Applicant respectfully submits that a new Action in this matter cannot be final as the 
Patent Office has not delineated its grounds for rejection in such a manner as Applicant can 
reply. 

Applicant respectfully submits that this application is in condition for allowance. 
Favorable consideration and prompt allowance of claims 1-40 and 42-48 are earnestly 
solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that anything further is desirable in order to place this 
application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
Applicant's undersigned representative at the telephone number set forth below. 
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